fS:-DaAI!DUII F(H THE REC®D 



1. r called ce in at 0900 arid shewed ae in draXt a laeaarajaiaa 



racording hi.3 conversation :rf,th AHen Dulles on Saturday 11 April re CIA. 
assistance to the Warren Coanission. In essence, the conTsrsatioa dealt 
with cusstiona wh.,.ch the Warren Conedssiott will direct to Cli. Copy 
follows? . . 

2, I has suggested that nothing further be do ns re preparatioR 
of an analysis of the 0 S?.yAID affair pendir^ receipt of the questions Sron. 
the Coasiission* Arswering these questions j^ht naks it unnecessary to 

prepaxe an aruCLTsli?* 

- 3. j asked that we prepare, on a priority ba^is, a reply to 
the FBI connunication containing two reports on tbs OSniALD case froa 



also returned to 5ie the several iteins of Oswald production 
borrowed on 11 Aprils * 
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SUBJBCT:^ j Discus sions wi th M r . A llen W . Dui les 
^.. .._ on tiitt oawaiti uaao n " 
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1» At the instructions of the UDP^ I visited Mr. . 

Dulles on 11 April to discuss with hia certain questions'!. •■ ‘;- 

. which Hr. Dullas feels the Harmn Ccaniasion nay pose to 
CIA. Hr, Dulles explained that while the Ccaaission- V 
wished to clarify certain aspects ot the Oswald case- irt '• V;/^'-rv! 
iiihich a response £ro« CIA seeaed necessary it was not sirre 
how the .questions should he post'd aor how CIA should reap on d.'.;!'’;;^ 
Mr, Dulles hop4d that our discussions would eaabI» h-tB-. i’ >• 
advise the Coaaissioa ca this natter. Ho first raised, thu a| 
alla^aclon that Oswald was a CIA agent, Ke aentioned* two .!!' ' . ’ 

sources for this accusation. One was Mrs. Marguerite ./■••’• ••• - ■ 

Oswald, Lee Harvey 0swald*5 laothoT, and the other Was- Mr.: 

Marh Lane, Mrs.. Oswald's attorney. He suggestad that: the 
Coaaission, in ashing us this question, night well forward 
a suanary or pertinent ercsrpts of the testiaony concerning 
this aattar. Ha noted, however, that Mrs. Oswald's tasti- 
Qony was so incoherent that it would be difficult to find 
pertinent excerpts, thus it would be better for the Ccu- 
• mission to suana rite the tastiaony. 












2. Hr, Dulles then suggested that the response to this'.’ 
question could be in the fora of swom testis ony before the 
Coaaiission by a senior. CIA official or a latter, or affidavit, 
lie recalled that the Director of the FBI had replied by 
letter to a siailar quastion. In any event,* Mr. Dullas • •• * 
felt the reply should bo straightforward and to the point. 

He thought language which aade it clear that Lee Harvey 
Oswald was never an esjployoa or agent of CIA would suffice.’. 
Via should also state that neither CIA nor anyoxe acting 
oil CIA's behalf was ever in contact or coaaunication with ' 
Oswald. Mr. Dulles did not think It would.be a good idea 
to clto CIA procedures for agent assessuent and handling 
to show that it would have been unlikely for Oswald to have 
been chosen as a Cl A agent to enter Russia. There are always 
exceptions to every rule .and this sight be nisunderstood by 
ueuboTs of the Couaissicai with little background in activity* 
of this sort. X agreed with hia that a carefully phrased 
denial of the charges of involveaent with Oswald saeaed 
most appropriate. 
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f * fo n n ^ R TTl 0cl tHs D03S 1 X i t JT ® ^ 

3. Thu next agent. Mr.^OuUas augsaatod . 

Oswald’s having L this n,at tar be Pl^taseu 

that tha Cq3>«is3J-on s o knowlodso or J udgsent of CIA 

soiaewhat follow. , ' ^ pf Soviet intollig^Qc^ 

was Lee U.irvoy services' o£ other co=««nist 

services or 22 Noveabar 1963* or was Oswald 

states at u^enca sarvices to becoaa such an 

solicited by these Question, it heesaa apparent - 

agent?** After ^ijudaeont’’ as to whether Oswald 

that the problea of _£ ^ coaaunist power was subject 

niTht have becoaiQ an ^gent ‘ encountarad if w« • 

o* CIA affUUtad br - . 

had tried to answer “ j£ CIA, in. xosponding to -the 

citing CIA's own tion, wore to say that in I;.; •...; 

«judgaont'* portion c soviet Sloe procedures it: was -t -' 

light of ,ip their agent , ^ -V'V - 

unlikely ’that O^^t^'^.J^^a-ceotions are always possible.'^ 
vjould havo be better to avoid this * 

Kr. Dulles and I fol^ , ortcise statsaent of fact, 

and confine our ^®^5°"®p^iJa3.^view, could note that CIA 
This statement, in Mr. Dull independently or fro» 

possessed no by the Cc=iuission - . 

its study fee Harvey Oswald -was an agent of 

tending to aarvices, or the services of any 

the Soviet intolUgoB« ® natter of any other., 

other Coosun is t country, or tor tna - _ ^ 

country. ■**:■■' 

latorMr./Dullos sugsssted that O coosission posed thea 

in:? le^tL”« GIa! ^Sat this night he sa^pl.- ^ 

5. . After covering;thase questions^of^dire 

to CIA, Mr. Dulles ?S?'»eubers of the Coneissioa 

the Coaaission. J p-r, 1 , 3 d not bagua an investigation . 

couW bOt unJentaai «hr ClA.had nob^ aafbctod. 

of Oswald as soon as . j bean discussed with Hr* 

I noted that this seeded to be considerable^ 

Rankin and his n?actical circuastancss which uade it 

undexitanding^of »-be such investigation insid.o 

■"iiTpossible for CIA ‘■® bone that it would not be necessar; 

"AaU JircS””»» :/°tris sort in th, pubUc rotoro. 
Mr. Dulles agreed. 
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,4V. DaU., th»u .^1 li;iZ\^Z^Vllrry 

ri„?:unL““nTh:s ^uoS h,v » sf 

consular field ana » prnct.i«" in nntringa 

an opinion on «hat COTS ,a.ation th» Dopartn.nl of 

C3395 in '-«® uaa<< wouj.<* w . , 

State. Mt. Dallas agreod with vhis- . 



in;;«: « t\i ^fonid^rnrerar sst^rthat 

rogar4 to tho nay in »hich CIA difficult to 

testtaony on ™co5d I .suageataU that it would ba 

bS«’"|f CIA“rnspOT30 n«o.in^»ritton^ 

eSOTi|iily1nrto“Sa OTd I inssi-o that a final aacialon 

can h& aada at that tisno* 

. '8. At no tin. during thoso dlscusslo^ did 

laabe any inquiries about dosenho ano i vo . . , 

nation on this score. 
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